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SCBUSCT: Article Published la the Veel^ngtoo Pott 

23 January 1967, TJSA Probe* 3 Coaplaint* 
of Chiseling on Paint Jobs" - Copy Attached 


1* 2he allegactio ea contained in the above article have 
been checked with Hr. Tan Weaver, GSA Buildings Manager, and 
Mr. Fred Bayne, GSA Painting Supervisor assigned to this 
building. 


2. The basic contract was cade in the susaer of 1965 
by GSA with the Bainbridge Co. Who subcontracted work to 
Clifton D. Mayhew. Original contract in the amount of 
$159,000 specified that two coats of latex paint would be 
used on all interior surfaces. Latex paint was GSA speci- 
fication type I TT-P-0029 mhich is an inexpensive rather 
thin type latex paint. Prior to the time that the contract 
was issued an effort was made by the G8A building aansggnent 
personnel and at the request of CIA personnel to change the 
paint specifications to an oil-based paint which would give 
an egg-shell sheen, this was in accordance with the 
recommendation made by| | ISD representative. 

Change order number one to contract effected this change at 
an additional cost of $13,000. This particular paint was to 
be GSA specification TT-P-30, fortified, and is designed to 
give good coverage with one coat* however, the Clause in the 
original contract s pecifying two coats was not ehangad n™» 
was therm any int ention of redu o lag the nunber of coats from 
one to tw o. The paint was applied In accordance with union 
regulations Wh$ch specified that four inch brushes and seven 
inch rollers could be used on the Job. 



3. Essentially two coats wn applied to m ost are as. In 
e few inetenc efmberw "flashing" or "cat-tailing'’ occurred, three 
or more coats were applied. In a few instances Where it was in 
the beat interest of CIA and GSA only one coat was applied. In 
each of tbft** cases both CIA end GSA were thoroughly cognisant 
of the situation. 
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Good records were maintained by GSA on "credits” due the 
Government "because some particular spot In an area had been 
omitted at CIA request. Later most of these areas were 
painted "by the contractor. In a very few instances these 
"credits” were "worked out” by Idle contractor In. the formal 
of extra work not covered by the contract. 

4 . In a relative ly fev instances it was decided to 
use Just one coat Instead of two coats. This was done at 
the request of CIA or Q6A representatives, and in each 
case both CIA And GSA were fully cognisant of the request. 

The type of circumstances which would bring about a decision 
to only use one coat would be in a vault or extremely 
sensitive area where the benefits of two paint coats were 
more than offset by the extra work and security precautions 
which would be required. Using the oil -based paint it was 
necessary to wait 2 h hours before the second coat could be 
applied. In a very few instances where a large number of 
safer- were involved the decision was made by CIA represen- 
tative pot to paint the wall covered up by the safe. Later, 

If and When the component moved, the touch-up painting would 
be done by the GSA painters assigned to the building. 

5 -* Because of security considerations it was necessary 
to have most of the painting done at night. The contractor's 
personnel were under the Agency’s escort at all times. No 
direct instructions were provided to the contractor by CIA 
personnel. The scheduling of areas to be painted was CIA's 
re sponsibility . 

6 . Contact with the contractor and hie personnel was 
through Mr. Tally Saunders, the GSA engineer /inspector. 

Other GSA inspectors were Messrs. Abrahsm Goldsmith, 

Elmer I. Leander, and Alexander Yourshav. Mr. Leeader was 
the only one who could he contacted at thie time as the others 
are on leave or not immediately available. Mr. Leander only 
worked a fev weeks at the end of July and early August 1 96 j. 

He stated that ha was not aware of any problems of this 
nature mentioned in the newspaper article. 

7, Mr. Van Weaver stated that there were no requests 
nade for union stewards, to be admitted to the building. If 
t.fcere had been requests of this nature, he stated that it 
woiild have come to his attention. There should not have been 
any problem in admitting the stewards under escort if such a 
request had been made. 
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Mr. Fred Bayne had no responsibilities for this contract. 
Hoverer, on several Instances be vaa consulted and agreed 
to assume responsibilities to paint a few areas 

vhere it «m totally ispraotlcal to use the oontractor. 

He vas In apposition to obserre and made this statement: 


i*\**t*' 


"In my twelve years espsrieaee that (painting 
contract) vas com of the best paint jobs the 



STAT 
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Remarks: 


f Zfa /cbcs>i^,. 


I ve noted in margin, a couple of unanswered 
questions, . . Baynard claims that he has 
allegations that only one coat was applied , This 
by painters who allegedly worked on the job. 
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